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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined .in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Karagiannis et al. (Karag). U. S. Application Publication No. 2003/0018810 A1. 

Regarding claim 1, Karag discloses a mobile network agent to allow a mobile device to 
connect with home network of said mobile device through a foreign network, wherein 
said home network and said forging network are connectable to each other (see e.g. 
paragraph [0006], [0009]; the system provides a mechanism for a mobile node, that is 
away, to connects to its home network via foreign networl< with a seamless handoff), 
comprising: a mobile device identification module to grasp authentication information 
transmitted between said mobile device and said home network system to obtain 
identification information of said mobile device (see e.g. paragraphs [0070]-[0071]; a 
procedure for the mobile node to identify and register is provided); an information 
packet transmission module to receive and to transmit information packets that said 
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mobile device receives and transmits, respectively, through said foreign network (see 
e.g. paragraph [0045] and [0061]; information in data packets are sent to and from 
different network and to/from mobile node); a mobile network agent connection rhodule 
to establish a communication channel between said mobile network agent and another 
mobile network agent (see e.g. paragraph [0012] and [0038]; communication channel 
exists between both foreign network and home network as well as the mobile node 
itself); a handoff processing module to obtain address Infomiation of the mobile device 
as registered with a foreign network previously connected with said mobile device and 
to send a renew information to said previously connected foreign network, when said 
mobile device requests to log in (see e.g. paragraphs [0076]-[0077]; seamless handoff 
mechanism is used to downstream data packets); and an IP collision resolution module 
to separate information packets to and from mobile devices that are connected to said 
mobile network agent and have identical IP address or account identity or information 
flow to and from a mobile device that is connected to said mobile network agent and 
has an IP address or account identity identical with that of another mobile device or 
computer equipment (see e.g. paragraphs [0062]-[0063]; the system provides address 
resolution mechanism through address discovery mechanism such as Ethernet address 
resolution). 

Regarding claim 2, Karag discloses wherein said mobile device identification module is 
actuated when said mobile device requests to connect with said mobile network agent 
(see e.g. paragraph [0010]; mobile node sends request to foreign network agent). 
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Regarding claim 3, Karag discloses wherein said mobile device identification module 
identifies identification of said mobile device wheri said mobile device establishes 
connection with the VPN server of said home network (see e.g. paragraphs [01 15]- 
[0116]). 

Regarding claim 4, Karag discloses wherein said mobile device identification module 
obtain identification information of said mobile device by requesting said identification 
information to home network of said mobile device (see e.g. paragraph [0044]). 

Regarding claim 5, Karag discloses wherein said information packets are transmitted 
between said mobile network agent and another mobile network agent provided in said 
home network (see e.g. paragraphs [0012] and [0038]). 

Regarding claim 6, Karag discloses wherein information packets transmitted between 
said mobile network agent and said other mobile network agent through a mobile IP 
tunnel (see e.g. paragraphs [0040]-[0041] and [0048]). 

Regarding claim 7, Karag discloses wherein said handoff processing module is actuated 
by the DHCP request or DHCP discover signal of said mobile device (see e.g. 
paragraph [0048] and [0084]). 
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Regarding claim 8, Karag discloses wherein said handoff processing module transmits 
said DHCP request or DHCP discover signal to a network system that is in connection 
with said mobile device to renew IP authorization given to said mobile device by said 
network system (see e.g. paragraph [0048]). 

Regarding claim 9, Karag discloses wherein said IP collision resolution module 
generates different identification codes and attaches said codes to to and from different 
mobile devices with identical IP or mobile device and other computer equipments with 
identical IP to separate information flaws (see e.g. paragraphs [0010] and [0051]). 

Regarding claim 10, Karag discloses wherein said identification code is a VLAN (virtual 
local area network) tag (see e.g. paragraphs [0050] and [0052]). 

Regarding claim 11, Karag discloses wherein said identification code is added to 
information packets generated by said mobile device (see e.g. paragraph [0071]). 

Regarding claim 12, Karag discloses wherein said identification code is added to 
information packets designated to said mobile device (see e.g. paragraph [0094]). 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 07/03/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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4. In substance, Applicant Argues, 

a. Karag does not teach automatically identifying IP address of mobile 
device. 

b. Karag gives new IP address to a mobile device whenever it moves. 

In response to Applicant's argument. 

With regard to Applicant argument that Karag does not teach automatically 
identifying IP address of mobile device. In response to applicant's argument that the 
references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the 
features upon which applicant relies (i.e., automatically recognize IP address) are not 
recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Nonetheless, Karag 
teaches the identifying the IP address of a network node while either in its home 
network or away in a foreign network (see e.g. paragraphs [0006], [0070] and [0071]). 
Therefore, Karag still meets the scope of the claim limitations as currently claimed. 

With regard to Applicant's argument that Karag gives new IP address to a mobile 
device whenever It moves, Examiner respectfully disagrees. Firstly, the Applicant claim 
do not mention assigning same IP address to a mobile device that Is on the move 
regardless of its range or association with a foreign networks. In response to applicant's 
argument that the references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is 
noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., assigning same IP address to a 
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moving mobile device) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
However, Karag still teaches maintaining same care-of address for a mobile node that 
moves from one foreign agent to another depending on the regions (see e.g. paragraph 
[0078]). Moreover Karag is directed to Mobile networking particularly Mobile IP and one 
of the essentials of the mobile IP is the fact that it allows the mobile device to retain the 
same IP address regardless of the particular network or sub-network (see paragraph 
[0005] Therefore, Karag still reads on the scope of the claim language as presently 
recited. 

Applicant employs broad language, which includes the use of word, and phrases, 
which have broad meanings in the art. In addition, Applicant has not argued any 
narrower interpretation of the claim language, nor amended the claims significantly 
enough to construe a narrower meaning to the limitations. As the claims breadth allows 
multiple interpretations and meanings, which are broader than Applicant's disclosure, 
the Examiner is forced to interpret the claim limitations as broadly and as reasonably . 
possible, in determining patentability of the disclosed invention. Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant has had an opportunity to amend the claimed subject matter, and has 
failed to modify the claim language to distinguish over the prior art of record by clarifying 
or substantially narrowing the claim language. Thus, Applicant apparently intends that a 
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broad interpretation be given to the clainns and the Examiner has adopted such in the 
present and previous Office action rejections. See In re Prater and Wei, 162 USPQ 541 
(CCPA 1 969). and MPEP 21 1 1 . 

Failure for Applicant to significantly narrow definition/scope of the claims and 
supply arguments commensurate In scope with the claims Implies the Applicant intends 
broad interpretation be given to the claims. The Examiner has interpreted the claims 
with scope parallel to the Applicant in the response, and reiterates the need for the 
Applicant to more clearly and distinctly defines the claimed invention. 

Prior Art of Record 

5. The prior art made of record and not. relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please refer to form PTO-892 (Notice of Reference Cited) for a 
list of relevant prior art. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mohamed Ibrahim whose telephone number Is 571-270- 
1 132. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30AM 
to 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William C. Vaughn, Jr. can be reached on 571-272-3922. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





